C .A. 78-0322: 



Withbolu by dirty tricks, in part and in toto 



1JW 7/18/78 



In iuy initial review oi the records tiiat reached me 6/28/78, a re view to indicate 
wliich pages I wanted copied Tor other uses, my attention was taken by two that refer to 

yd 

Dallas kotorcyclo f'olieei.aii tuin i * Jaiues Chaney • from Dallas files 89-43 these are 
Serials^iite and, in reverse chronological order, 9970 . 

lay interest in Clin. my dates to ItM. 'two are incorporated in WldtBwash . conipletcd 
D/l9/o9. On roucting these two ^uliuu r- cords my intern, t was farther attracted by a 
gross mid deliberate lie - that. Chaney had never been interviewed. Couched, however, to 
make a different interpretation possible. 

in this 1 also ncr. iv<; t i possible motive in the sudden buret oi wi thholding of the 
nui'ao.j of Jiao ufter mor linn half th- it- 1 las file was processed without excisions of 
SA names. 

The name obliterated from 90 I 4 , I'm certain, is Charles l 1 . brown, Jr. Brown is one 



of the SAs who worked on 1 1 1 . JFK inve: taxation. 

The lie is on p. 2 of 9614. It as thuf'Dallna indices and references from Dallas 
indices regarding the assassination flail to indicate that CHANEY was interviewed by 
Agents of this bureau following the assassination." 



At tlie bottom ol' Uie first page Brown quotes Lt„ Jack Kcvi.ll as saying "Chaney 
told iJIVll-l. that lie li..s never been interviewed by anyone fullowin,.. the assassination 
to obtain his observations as a witness." "The addition 01 "to obtain Tils observations 
as c VS: Lucre / r. i* rrj. ■ ~ Jii- asnari Xuntgun, is imp.. j Li nt. - douLL ■■ chancy 's 

C.u.i 1 1 K ,w< u (. Uu to hr bub interval id to OBTAIN lli OBSKkVATIONS A WITNESS * BUT 

to an ctMrely dif.ro Jit observation (Caps from ribbon fault, not emphasis intended.) 

On 12/28/6'-; Chaney war interviewed by SA Kaymond w. Lester, whose report is page 

682 ol' one 01 the earliest consolidates reports, 1 think the very first, CD 4 . Although 

jc/J/Sy Chaney was 01 a 01 .the outriding DFD motorcycle, escorts he is the DULY one not 

used as a Commission witness and about whom 1 coulu never find any FBI report. Now 

* 

these were the closest of eyewitnesses. The others were called. In addition, as I state 
in Whitewash , in the opinion of Of ficer Studebaker, Chaney had done some work that appeared 
to have significance. Studebuker* a lend was never followed. 

Front Lester's report all he asked Chaney about in having seen ‘■'ack h u by/the day 
after J’FK was killed and the day before ■‘‘■uby killed Oswald. ; 

Now the FBI was so exhaustive it conducted special hair examinations to prove that 
the hair (public) on the blanket that was without any question Oswald's blanket «as in 
fact 0. waid's hair. So I found two such oversights to be two tso many and I was always 
interested in Chaney. 




Thu fir.it tine i has a cl^^ace to look into the Chaney ran tter was when I was in 
Dalian in December 1771. Th . first sentence of that womo is accurate and pertinent, 
"...failure to call Ch moy an a witness in cleared up by a tape of his initial 
comment on what lie saw: a bullet hit JFa in the face, he could be wrong," this continues, 
or could have misspoken himself. I tried to locate the tapes. The station's news editor 
ia deuj, others have no knowledge, and the owner's secretary, Gordon HcClendon, said he 
also had no knoMudgo of ilioir present whereabouts or existence, nut he iiad raade a record 
in .dii n]i part of Lin. Chaney interview wan inobulou. he sent it to i.,u and this is what 
Clianey did say. It was unwanted testimony, as it wuulu liave boon if he had corrected it 
in au.y Way. 

noth of t e cited Dallas records were in headquarters. If the i‘‘hl is now telling the 
truth neither was released in the 12/77 and 1/tyi releases. I tliinlc the reason is obvious: 
all Washington reporters would liave known that the self-serving explanations worked into 
them are not valid - that the Commission did not call Chaney. The FBI was in charge 
prior to the appointment of the Commission and it wn the Commission's major investi- 
gative am. 

Tuo next day, refer Ing to this memo, Assistant Director Harold W. Barrett wrote 
iiitC directing that Clianey oo interviewed immediately. If this was done it is 

not included in these Dallas records. If it is in the lly releases there is no possible 
way of locating it. 

FUIIki also o rue rod a review of other cases of police not being interviewed. He 
dir. clod be given "promptly" to tJio G nural ‘‘‘uvestigutivo Division, whose files the 
Fill steadfastly refuses to search - in any and all cases. No relevant record/ has 
been proviuou by Dallas and again there is no way of knowing if it exists in the almost 
lOO.m.O pages of FBIin* releases. 

The ^S & K i r memo to HAG includes a quotation from former Dallas police chief Curry 
tliut is congas tout with what Clianey said, tnat "two won were involved in the shooting" 
of JFK. it included expressions of rxgra± U sympathy for Special Agent/noSTY and his 
present publicity..." The refers to the note from i>eo harvey Oswald he destroyed. An 
extensive FBI investigation was conducted. All Dallas FBI employees provided statements. 
There is virtually no reflection of this in the files just provided. If they are in the 
no releases there is no way of finding them. 

it will not b. possible to go into ull withholuings or to prepare memos on thorn all. 
i have none it in tide, case in part because of my immediate and continuing interest and 
because motive for witiiholding outside the exemption:-, of the Act can be perceived. A t 
was tne FBI's job to interview Chaney as a Fresidentiul escort immediately. It didn't, 
it interviewed liim about u minor matter related to uuby and more recently it misrep- 
resented tliut no interview report is reflected in tin, Dallas indices. 



